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of class antagonism the spring of progress will dry out, and thfr
wagon of history get stuck in the morass of a Utopia, It is a,
Utopia, because there is no reason to believe that history is hea-
ding towards the disappearance of humanity. That calamity
may happen, but not in the course of dialectic development
which is theoretically endless. But the Utopia of Communism
promises only death. In a classless society, dialectics will cease
to operate; history will come to a standstill and humanity will
die out. This brand of what is called orthodox Communism or
Marxism does not open up a vista of unlimited progress and
freedom. It tells us that on such and such a day the world is.
going to die. I do not believe in horoscopes, not even if it were
cast by Marx himself.
What can we visualise beyond Communism? How do we
propose to unfold the liberating potentialities of Marxism, not
appreciated or even ignored by its orthodox adherents? In the
latter part of my talk, I shall attempt answers to these crucial
questions. Now let me turn to the international situation.
It is mentioned in the synopsis of the agenda that a polari-
sation of forces is the basic feature of the post-war internationaL
situation. We are not living in a void. We do not forget our Ij
past. Only people who commit mistakes try to forget their past. '
It so happens that we did not commit very glaring mistakes.
Therefore, we are not ashamed of our past, and can always test
our present by our past. In 1942, having analysed the inter-
national situation at that time, we came to the "conclusion that
there .was a polarisation of forces. To-day we want to test that
conclusion. Has the international situation developed as we
anticipated in 1942 ? Even before 1942, in the middle of 1940,
soon after the fall of France, I wrote an article with the
caption "U.S.A. OR U.S.S.R." Since then we have repeatedly
said that that was the choice for the contemporary world. In
the course of our discussion, some comrades have suggested
that the perspective of the present international situation can
no longer be stated in that old term; that the facts of to-day
cannot be fitted into our old pattern, which has become anti-
quated. I can see the force of that argument. It draws our
attention to a parallel process of polarisation. But has the .old
process disappeared ? It cannot be simply assumed that the new